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W eintroducea classofneuralnetworksderived from probabilisticm odelsin theform ofBayesian

beliefnetworks. By im posing additionalassum ptions aboutthe nature ofthe probabilistic m odels

represented in the beliefnetworks,we derive neuralnetworkswith standard dynam icsthatrequire

no training to determ inethe synapticweights,thatcan poolm ultiple sourcesofevidence,and that

dealcleanly and consistently with inconsistent or contradictory evidence. The presented neural

networks capture m any properties of Bayesian belief networks, providing distributed versions of

probabilistic m odels.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Strong feedforward,feedback,and lateralconnections

exist between distinct areas ofthe cerebralcortex,but

such connectionsarenotobserved in cerebellar,sensory,

or m otor output circuits. The anatom icalstructure of

the cerebralcortex m ay facilitate a m odular approach

to solving com plex problem s [1],with di�erent cortical

areasbeing specialized fordi�erentinform ation process-

ing tasks. To perm it a m odular strategy of this sort,

coordinated and e�cientrouting ofinform ation m ustbe

m aintained between m odules,which in turn dem andsex-

tensiveconnectionsthroughoutthe cortex.

Ithasbeen proposed [2]thatcorticalcircuitsperform

statisticalinference,encodingand processinginform ation

aboutanalog variablesin theform ofprobability density

functions(PDFs).Thishypothesisprovidesatheoretical

fram ework forunderstanding diverse resultsofneurobi-

ologicalexperim ents,and a practicalfram ework forthe

construction ofrecurrentneuralnetwork m odelsthatim -

plem enta broad variety ofinform ation-processing func-

tions[3,4,5].

Probabilistic form ulations ofneuralinform ation pro-

cessing have been explored along a num ber ofavenues.

O neoftheearliestsuch analysesshowed thattheoriginal

Hop�eld neuralnetwork im plem ents,in e�ect,Bayesian

inference on analog quantitiesin term sofPDFs[6]. As

in the present work,Zem elet al.[7]have investigated

population coding ofprobability distributions,butwith

di�erentrepresentationsand dynam icsthan thosewewill

consider here. Severalextensions ofthis representation

schem ehavebeen developed [8,9,10]thatfeatureinfor-

m ation propagation between interacting neuralpopula-

tions. Additionally, several\stochastic m achines" [11]
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have been form ulated, including Boltzm ann m achines

[12], sigm oid belief networks [13], and Helm holtz m a-

chines [14]. Stochastic m achines are built ofstochastic

neuronsthatoccupy oneoftwo possiblestatesin a prob-

abilistic m anner.Learning rulesforstochastic m achines

enablesuch system sto m odeltheunderlying probability

distribution ofa given data set.

Theputativem odularnatureofcorticalprocessing�ts

wellin such aprobabilisticfram ework.Corticalareascol-

lectively representthe jointPDF overseveralvariables.

Theseneural\problem -solving m odules" can bem apped

in arelatively directfashion ontothenodesofaBayesian

beliefnetwork,giving rise to a class ofneuralnetwork

network m odels that we have term ed neuralbeliefnet-

works [3,15].

In contrast,recentwork based on population-tem poral

coding [4, 5] indicates that the m odeling of low-level

sensory processing and outputm otorcontroldo notre-

quire such a sophisticated representation: m anipulation

ofm ean values instead ofPDFs is generally su�cient.

Further, the representations can be sim pli�ed to deal

with vectorspacesdescribing them ean valuesinstead of

function spaces describing the probability density func-

tions.

In this work,we develop neuralnetworks processing

m ean valuesofanalog variablesasa specialized form of

them oregeneralneuralbeliefnetworks.W ebegin with a

briefsum m ary ofthekey relevantpropertiesofBayesian

beliefnetworks in section II. W e describe a procedure

forgenerating and evaluating theneuralnetworksin sec-

tion III,and apply the procedure to severalexam plesin

section IV.

II. B A Y ESIA N B ELIEF N ET W O R K S

Bayesian beliefnetworks [16,17]are directed acyclic

graphsthatrepresentprobabilisticm odels(Fig.1).Each
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node representsa random variable,and the arcssignify

thepresenceofdirectcausalinuencesbetween thelinked

variables. The strengths ofthese inuences are de�ned

using conditionalprobabilities. The direction ofa par-

ticularlink indicatesthe direction ofcausality (or,m ore

sim ply,relevance);an arcpointsfrom causeto e�ect.

M ultiple sources ofevidence about the random vari-

ables are conveniently handled using BBNs. The be-

lief,or degree ofcon�dence,in particular values ofthe

random variables is determ ined as the likelihood ofthe

valuegiven evidentiary supportprovided to thenetwork.

There are two typesofsupportthatarise from the evi-

dence: predictive support,which propagatesfrom cause

to e�ectalong thedirection ofthearc,and retrospective

support,which propagatesfrom e�ectto cause,opposite

to the direction ofthe arc.

Bayesian beliefnetworkshave two propertiesthatwe

will�nd very useful,both ofwhich stem from thedepen-

dence relationsshown by the graph structure.First,the

valueofa nodeX isnotdependentupon alloftheother

graph nodes.Rather,itdependsonly on a subsetofthe

nodes,called aM arkovblanketofX ,thatseparatesnode

X from allthe other nodes in the graph. The M arkov

blanketofinterestto us is readily determ ined from the

graph structure.Itiscom prised oftheunion ofthedirect

parents ofX ,the direct successorsofX ,and alldirect

parentsofthe directsuccessorsofX . Second,the joint

probability overtherandom variablesisdecom posableas

P (x1;x2;:::;xn)=

nY

�= 1

P (x� jPa(x�)) ; (1)

wherePa(x�)denotesthe(possibly em pty)setofdirect-

parent nodes ofX �. This decom position com es about

from repeated application ofBayes’rule and from the

structureofthe graph.

III. M EA N -VA LU E N EU R A L B ELIEF

N ET W O R K S

W e will develop neural networks from the set of

m arginaldistributions f�(x�;t)g so as to best m atch a

desired probabilisticm odel�(x1;x2;:::;xD )overtheset

ofrandom variables,which areorganized asa BBN.O ne

orm oreofthevariablesx� m ustbespeci�ed asevidence

in theBBN.To facilitatethedevelopm entofgeneralup-

date rules,we do not distinguish between evidence and

non-evidencenodesin ournotation.

O urgeneralapproachwillbetom inim izethedi�erence

between a probabilistic m odel�(x1;x2;:::;xD ) and an

estim ateoftheprobabilisticm odel�̂(x1;x2;:::;xD ).For

the estim ate,weutilize

�̂(x1;x2;:::;xD )=
Y

�

�(x�;t) : (2)

This is a so-called naive estim ate,wherein the random

variablesare assum ed to be independent. W e willplace

further constraints on the probabilistic m odeland rep-

resentation to produce neuralnetworkswith the desired

dynam ics.

The �rstassum ption we m ake isthatthe populations

ofneuronsonly need to accurately encodethem ean val-

ues ofthe random variables,rather than the com plete

PDFs.W etakethe�ring ratesoftheneuronsrepresent-

ing a given random variable X � to be functions ofthe

m ean value �x�(t)(Fig.2)

a
�
i(t)= g(A �

i �x�(t)+ B
�
i ) ; (3)

whereA �
i and B

�
i areparam etersdescribingtheresponse

propertiesofneuron iofthepopulation representingran-

dom variableX �.Theactivation function g isin general

nonlinear;in thiswork,wetakeg to bethelogisticfunc-

tion,

g(x)=
1

1+ exp(� x)
: (4)

W e can m ake use of(3)to directly encode m ean values

intoneuralactivation states,providingam eanstospecify

the valueofthe evidencenodesin the NBN.

Using(3),wederivean updateruledescribingtheneu-

ronaldynam ics,obtaining (to �rstorderin �)

a
�
i(t+ �)= g

�

A
�
i �x�(t)+ �A

�
i

d�x�(t)

dt
+ B

�
i

�

: (5)

Thus,ifwecan determ inehow �x� changeswith tim e,we

can directly determ ine how the neuralactivation states

changewith tim e.

Them ean value �x�(t)can bedeterm ined from the�r-

ing ratesastheexpectation valueoftherandom variable

X � with respectto a PDF �(x�;t)represented in term s

ofsom edecoding functionsf��i (x�)g ThePDF isrecov-

ered using the relation

�(x�;t)=
X

i

a
�
i�

�
i (x�) : (6)

Thedecodingfunctionsareconstructed soastom inim ize

the di�erence between the assum ed and reconstructed

PDFs(discussed in detailin [3]).

W ith representationsasgiven in (6),we have

�x�(t) =

Z

x��(x�;t)dx�

=
X

i

a
�
i(t)�x

�
i ; (7)

wherewehavede�ned

�x�i =

Z

x��
�
i (x�)dx� : (8)

Although weused thedecoding functions��i (x�)to cal-

culate the param eters �x�i,they can in practice be found

directly so thattherelationsin (3)and (7)arem utually

consistent.
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W e take the PDFs �(x�;t) to be norm ally dis-

tributed with the form �(x�;t) � �(x�;�x�(t)) =

N (x�;�x�(t);�
2

x�
). Intuitively,we m ightexpectthatthe

variance �2x� should be sm allso thatthe m ean value is

coded precisely,butwe willsee thatthe varianceshave

no signi�cancein the resulting neuralnetworks.

The second assum ption we m ake is that interactions

between the nodesarelinear:

x� =
X

�

K ��x� : (9)

Utilizingthecausalityrelationsgiven bytheBayesianbe-

liefnetwork,werequirethatK �� 6= 0onlyifX � isachild

nodeofX � in thenetwork graph.Torepresentthelinear

interactionsasa probabilisticm odel,wetakethenorm al

distributions�(x� jPa(x�))= N (x�;
P

�
K ��x�;�

2

�)for

the conditionalprobabilities.

Fornodesin theBBN which haveno parents,thecon-

ditionalprobability �(x� jPa(x�))isjustthe priorprob-

ability distribution �(x�). W e utilize the sam e rule to

de�nethepriorprobabilitiesasto de�netheconditional

probabilities.Forparentlessnodes,theprioristhusnor-

m ally distributed with zero m ean,�(x�)= N (x�;0;�
2

�).

W e use the relative entropy [18]as a m easure ofthe

\distance" between the jointdistribution describing the

probabilistic m odel�(x1;x2;:::;xD ) and the PDF esti-

m ated from the neuralnetwork �̂(x1;x2;:::;xD ).Thus,

wem inim ize

E = �

Z

�̂(x1;x2;:::;xD )log

�
�(x1;x2;:::;xD )

�̂(x1;x2;:::;xD )

�

dx1dx2 � � � dxD

(10)

with respect to the m ean values �x�. By m aking use of

the gradientdescentprescription

d�x

dt
= � �

@E

@�x
(11)

and the decom position property forBBNsgiven by (1),

weobtain the update ruleforthe m ean values,

d�x

dt
=

�

�2

0

@
X

�

K ��x� � �x

1

A

� �
X

�

K �

�2
�

 
X

�

K �� �x� � �x�

!

: (12)

Because the coupling param etersK �� are nonzero only

when X � isaparentofX �,generally only asubsetofthe

m ean valuescontributesto updating �x in (12).In term s

ofthebeliefnetwork graph structure,theonly contribut-

ing valuescom e from the parentsofX ,the children of

X ,and theparentsofthechildren ofX ;thisisidentical

to the M arkov blanketdiscussed in section II.

Theupdaterulefortheneuralactivitiesisobtained by

com bining (5),(7),and (12),resulting in

a


i(t+ �)= g

0

@
X

j

S


ija


j(t)+ B


i + ��h


i(t)

1

A : (13)

The quantity
P

j
S


ija


j(t)+ B


i serves to stabilize the

activities ofthe neurons representing �(x) (sim ilar to

neuralintegratorm odels[3,5,19]),while

h


i(t) =
X

j

T


ija


j(t)

+
X

�

X

j

�

U
�

ij + V
�

ij

�

a
�

j(t)

+
X

�;�

X

j

W
��

ji a
�
j(t) (14)

drives changes in a


i(t) based on the PDFs represented

by othernodesofthe BBN.The synapticweightsofthe

neuralnetwork are

S


ij
= A



i
�x


j
; (15)

T


ij = � A


i

1

�2
�x


j ; (16)

U
�

ij
= A



i

1

�2
K ��x



j
; (17)

V
�

ij = � A


i

1

�2
�

K ��x


j ; (18)

W
��

ji = A


i

1

�2
K �K �� �x



j (19)

Theforegoingprovidesan algorithm forgeneratingand

evaluating neuralnetworksthat processm ean values of

random variables.To sum m arize,

1.Establish independence relations between m odel

variables. This m ay be accom plished by using a

graph to organizethe variables.

2.Specify the K �� to quantify the relationsbetween

the variables.

3.Assign network inputs by encoding desired values

into neuralactivitiesusing (3).

4.Update otherneuralactivitiesusing (12).

5.Extracttheexpectation valuesofthevariablesfrom

the neuralactivitiesusing (7).

IV . A P P LIC A T IO N S

Asa�rstexam ple,weapply thealgorithm totheBBN

shown in Fig.1, with �ring rate pro�les as shown in

Fig.2.Specifying x1 = 1=2 and x2 = � 1=2 asevidence,

we�nd an excellentm atch between them ean valuescal-

culated by theneuralnetworkand thedirectly calculated

valuesforthe rem aining nodes(Table I).

W enextfocuson som esim plerBBNsto highlightcer-

tain properties ofthe resulting neuralnetworks (which

willagain utilizethe�ring ratepro�lesshown in Fig. 2).

In Fig.3,wepresenttwo BBNsthatrelatethreerandom



4

variablesin di�erentways.Theconnection strengthsare

alltaken to beunity in each graph,so thatK 21 = K 23 =

K 12 = K 13 = 1.

W ith the connection strengths so chosen, the two

BBNs have straightforward interpretations. For the

graph shown in Fig.3a,X 2 representsthesum ofX 1 and

X 3,while,for the graph shown in Fig.3b,X 2 provides

a value which is duplicated in X 1 and X 3. The di�er-

ent graph structures yield di�erent neuralnetworks;in

particular,nodes X 1 and X 3 have direct synaptic con-

nections in the neuralnetwork based on the graph in

Fig.3a,butno such directweightsexistin a second net-

work based on Fig.3b.Thus,specifying x1 = � 1=4 and

x2 = 1=4 forthe �rstnetwork producesthe expected re-

sult�x3 = � 0:5000,butspecifying x2 = 1=4in thesecond

network produces �x3 = 0:2500 regardlessofthe value (if

any)assigned to x1.

To furtherillustratetheneuralnetwork properties,we

use the graph shown in Fig.3b to process inconsistent

evidence. Nodes X 1 and X 3 should copy the value in

nodeX 2,butwecan specifyanyvalueswelikeasnetwork

inputs. For exam ple,when we assign x1 = � 1=4 and

x3 = 1=2,the neuralnetwork yields �x2 = 0:1250 forthe

rem aining value.Thisisa typicaland reasonableresult,

m atching the least-squares solution to the inconsistent

problem .

V . C O N C LU SIO N

W e have introduced a class ofneuralnetworks that

consistently m ix m ultiple sourcesofevidence. The net-

worksare based on probabilistic m odels,represented in

thegraphicalform ofBayesian beliefnetworks,and func-

tion based on traditionalneuralnetworkdynam ics(i.e.,a

weighted sum ofneuralactivation valuespassed through

anonlinearactivation function).W econstructed thenet-

worksby restricting therepresented probabilisticm odels

by introducing two auxiliary assum ptions.

First,weassum ed thatonlythem ean valuesoftheran-

dom variables need to be accurately represented,with

higher order m om ents of the distribution being unim -

portant. W e introduced neuralrepresentations ofrele-

vant probability density functions consistent with this

assum ption. Second,we assum ed thatthe random vari-

ablesoftheprobabilisticm odelarelinearlyrelated toone

another,and chose appropriateconditionalprobabilities

to im plem entthese linearrelationships.

Using the representations suggested by our auxiliary

assum ptions,we derived a set ofupdate rules by m in-

im izing the relative entropy of an assum ed PDF with

respect to the PDF decoded from the neuralnetwork.

In a straightforward fashion,theoptim ization procedure

yieldsneuralweightsand dynam icsthatim plem entspec-

i�ed probabilisticrelations,withouttheneed fora train-

ing process.

The restricted class of neural belief networks inves-

tigated in this work captures m any of the properties

ofboth Bayesian beliefnetworks and neuralnetworks.

In particular, m ultiple sources of evidence are consis-

tently pooled based on localupdate rules,providing a

distributed version ofa probabilisticm odel.

A cknow ledgm ents

Thiswork wassupported in partby theU.S.National

Science Foundation under G rant PHY-0140316 and in

partbythePortugueseFunda�c~aoparaaCîenciaeaTech-
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x1

x2

x3

x4

x5

FIG .1: A Bayesian beliefnetwork. Evidence about any of

therandom variablesinuencesthelikelihood of,orbeliefin,

the rem aining random variables. In a straightforward term i-

nology,the node at the tailofan arrow is a parent ofthe

child node at the head ofthe arrow,e.g. X 4 is a parent of

X 5 and a child ofboth X 2 and X 3.From thestructureofthe

graph,we can see the conditionalindependence relations in

the probabilistic m odel. For exam ple,X 5 is independent of

X 1 and X 2 given X 3 and X 4.

0

0.5

1

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

a
j i
(x
)

x

FIG .2:Them ean valuesoftherandom variablesareencoded

intothe�ringratesofpopulationsofneurons.A population of

twenty neurons with piecewise-linear responses is associated

with each random variable. The neuronalresponses a
�

i are

fully determ ined by a single input �,which we interpret as

the m ean value ofa PD F.The form ofthe neuronaltransfer

functions can be altered without a�ecting the generalresult

presented in thiswork.

TABLE I: The m ean values decoded from the neural net-

work closely m atch the values directly calculated from the

linear relations. The coe�cients for the linear com binations

were random ly selected,with values K 31 = � 0:2163,K 32 =

� 0:8328,K 42 = 0:0627,K 43 = 0:1438,K 53 = � 0:5732,and
K 54 = 0:5955.

Node D irectCalculation NeuralNetwork

X 1 0.5000 0.5000

X 2 -0.5000 -0.5000

X 3 0.3083 0.3084

X 4 0.0130 0.0128

X 5 -0.1690 -0.1689
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x2

x1 x3

(a)

x2

x1 x3

(b)

FIG .3: Sim plerBBNs. Although the underlying undirected

graph structureisidenticalforthesetwo networks,thedirec-

tion ofthe causality relationships between the variables are

reversed. The neuralnetworks arising from the BBNs thus

have di�erentproperties.


